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Components of fi lm originally examined: 

Feature: AIDS: What You Haven't Been Told 

Trailers: Jeremiah Films Promotional Notice 

Consumer Warning Notice 
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Classification Decision: 


Objectionable. 

Display Conditions: 

Not Applicable. 

Descriptive Note: 

Not Applicable. 


Direction to issue a label has been given on: Not Applicable 


SUMMARY OF THE REASONS FOR DECISION: 

This video expressed opinions that homosexuality, rather than unsafe sexual practices, 
was responsible for the spread of HIV and that homosexuality should not be a legally 
prohibited ground of discrimination. These opinions were accompanied with 
misinformation which the Board found to be injurious to the public good. 

Having considered the criteria contained in s.3 of the Act, and in particular s.3(3)(e), 
the Board finds that AIDS What You Haven’t Been Told has as its dominant effect the 
representation that people of a homosexual orientation and people living with HIV are 
“inherently inferior to other members of the public” by reason of their sexual orientation 
and disease status, being prohibited grounds of discrimination specified in 
ss.s.21 (1 )(m) and 21(1 )(h)(vii) of the Human Rights Act 1993. 

Having considered the dominant effect of this video; the impact of the video medium; 
the intended audience of this video; the purpose to which it is intended to be, and has 
been, put; and its consequential effects on confidence in public health measures, its 
effects on the self esteem of individuals who share characteristics with people who are 
the subject of these videos, and its effect in the maintenance of negative attitudes 
towards gay people and people living with HIV, the Board classified this video as 
“objectionable”. 

Further, the Board decided that this classification was a reasonable limit on the 
freedom of expression consistent with s.5 of the Bill of Rights Act and consistent with 
Parliament’s intention in incorporating the prohibited grounds of discrimination in the 
Human Rights Act 1993 into the Bill of Rights Act 1990 and into s.3(3)(e) of the Films, 
Videos and Publications Classification Act 1993. 
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